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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 1 0/27/06 and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1, 4-8, 11-15, and 18-21 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Applicant's amendment to claims 1 and 15 overcomes the rejection of claims 1 , 
4-7, 15, and 18-20, as cited in the previous Office Action for lacking antecedent basis. 
Therefore the rejection has been withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 10/27/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant asserts that the combination of Schwartz (US 6891632) and 
Sampath (US 6665425) do not disclose or suggest setting means for setting evaluation 
information indicating whether or not the operation mode is to be evaluated after 
printing, displaying an evaluation screen for querying evaluation of a printing speed for 
the print processing, after the print processing of the print data is finished, in a case 
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where the set evaluation information indicates that the operation mode is to be 
evaluated, acquiring an evaluation result input by a user via the displayed evaluation 
screen, and updating selection criterion for determining the operation mode based on 
the acquired evaluation result so as to effect a next determination of the operation 
mode. The examiner respectfully disagrees as the combination of Schwartz and 
Sampath do disclose such features. Particularly, Schwartz suggests the need to 
evaluate the printing strategy as the reference states that "the driver's prediction will 
never be 100% accurate, so the user is given the opportunity to substitute his own 
selection" (column 6 lines 30-36) and Schwartz also suggests updating the strategy 
based on previous results, as the reference states "Data transmission rate is estimated 
based on... Transfer rate observed in real-time by the driver on previous print jobs" 
(column 10 lines 19-24). Schwartz further states that the user is provided an interface 
that allows the user to specify how the driver should select the print model, either have 
the driver automatically select the optimum model based upon print speed and quality, 
specify a particular criteria for which to optimize, such as print speed, or select a print 
model to use directly. Therefore, Schwartz suggests that a user will evaluate the print 
model chosen to see if the model coincides with criteria desired by the user and it can 
be seen from the reference that a user is given a plurality of options to that would 
change how the print model is selected or which criteria, such as print speed, should be 
held as the highest priority, or simply select the print model that best fits the user's 
desired outcome. Sampath discloses determining image quality parameters (see 
column 6 lines 33-50) and after detection of such parameters, a user is given the 
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opportunity to augment and/or verify the results via a user interface (see column 7 lines 
39-49 and column 8 lines 1-20). The reference of Sampath was used to show that it 
would have been obvious to incorporate setting evaluation information and displaying 
an evaluation screen to a user and acquiring a result into the system of Schwartz. It 
can therefore be seen that the combination of Schwartz and Sampath disclose setting 
means for setting evaluation information indicating whether or not the operation mode is 
to be evaluated after printing, displaying an evaluation screen for querying evaluation of 
a printing speed for the print processing, after the print processing of the print data is 
finished, in a case where the set evaluation information indicates that the operation 
mode is to be evaluated, acquiring an evaluation result input by a user via the displayed 
evaluation screen, and updating selection criterion for determining the operation mode 
based on the acquired evaluation result so as to effect a next determination of the 
operation mode. 

Therefore, the rejection of claims 1, 4-8, 11-15, and 18-21, as cited in the 
previous Office Action, is maintained and repeated in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 1, 4-8, 11-15, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz (US 6891632) in view of Sampath (US 6665425). 
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Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15, Schwartz discloses a print control method of a 
print driver, apparatus, and storage medium containing a print control program for 
performing print processing in an operation mode which is automatically determined 
from among a plurality of operation modes in response to a print request from an 
application program (see column 1 lines 9-14 and column 4 lines 42-50), comprising: 
• generating print data in intermediate condition and temporarily storing the generated 
print data, wherein said print data generating step is responsive to the print request from 
the application program, and wherein the intermediate condition is independent of a 
particular page description language (see column 6 line 65-column 7 line 4 and column 
1 1 lines 41-47), analyzing the temporarily stored generated print data (see column 6 line 
40-column 7 line 39, column 8 lines 34-52, column 9 lines 12-33, and column 1 1 lines 
27-30), determining the operation mode from among the plurality of operation modes 
based on the analysis in said print data analyzing step (see column 3 lines 65-67, 
column 4 lines 22-27, column 7 lines 11-15, column 9 lines 12-25, and column 10 lines 
19-26), processing the temporarily stored generated print data in accordance wit the 
determined operation mode (see column 3 lines 65-67, column 4 lines 22-27, column 6 
line 40-column 7 line 39, and column 9 lines 12-33), a response acquiring step in which, 
by querying evaluation of a printing speed for the print the quality of print produced by 
processing or the print processing, a response is acquired (see column 4 lines 42-50, 
column 5 line 45-column 6 line 15, column 6 lines 32-34, and column 6 line 65-column 7 
line 20), and updating the selection criterion for determining said operation mode based 
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on an evaluation result (see column 3 lines 65-67, column 4 lines 22-27 and 42-50, and 
column 6 lines 32-34). 

Schwartz does not disclose expressly setting means for setting evaluation 
information indicating whether or not the operation mode is to be evaluated after 
printing, displaying an evaluation screen for querying evaluation of printing, after the 
print processing of the print data is finished in a case where the evaluation information 
set in said setting step indicates that the operation mode is to be evaluated, and an 
evaluation acquisition step of acquiring an evaluation result input by a user via the 
evaluation screen displayed in said displaying step. 

Sampath discloses setting means for setting evaluation information indicating 
whether or not the operation mode is to be evaluated after printing (see column 3 lines 
48-56 and column 6 lines 33-50), displaying an evaluation screen for querying 
evaluation of printing, after the print processing of the print data is finished in a case 
where the evaluation information set in said setting step indicates that the operation 
mode is to be evaluated, and an evaluation acquisition step of acquiring an evaluation 
result input by a user via the evaluation screen displayed in said displaying step (see 
column 6 lines 33-50, column 7 lines 7-49, and column 8 lines 1-20, reference states 
that the system detects the quality of an image which can be displayed for the user to 
view and augment and/or verify the results, which is analogous to the claim limitations). 

Schwartz & Sampath are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, printing based on image quality. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the verifying or evaluating of image quality by a user, as 
described by Sampath and which is well known in the art, with the system of Schwartz. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to improve customer 
satisfaction and verify the results are that which the customer desires. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Sampath with Schwartz to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 1, 8, and 15. 

Regarding claims 4, 1 1 , and 18, Schwartz and Sampath disclose the system 
discussed in claims 1 , 8, and 15, and Schwartz further discloses a classification step of 
outputting classification data by analyzing the temporarily stored print data so that the 
print data is classified into one of classifications based on the type of the print data (see 
column 7 lines 21-31 and column 7 line 40-column 8 line 33, reference shows that print 
data is made up of one of three kinds of objects to be drawn, the three being bitmaps, 
graphics, and text and depending on which of these is to be output, the calculations 
about the processing and the selection of an optimal print model are decided), and a 
storage step in which, based on the evaluation result acquired in said evaluation 
acquisition step and the classification data output in said classification step, a the 
selection is updated (see column 3 lines 65-67, column 4 lines 22-27 and 42-50, column 
6 line 40-column 7 line 11, column 8 lines 30-62, and column 9 lines 1-9, reference 
shows that data is stored in either the printer or the host and is processed depending on 
the type of print data in a particular manner). 
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Regarding claims 5, 12, and 19, Schwartz and Sampath disclose the system 
discussed in claims 4, 11, and 18, and Schwartz further discloses wherein, said 
determination step determines the operation mode also based on the classification data 
(see column 5 line46-column 6 line 15 and column 6 line 40-column 8 line 62, reference 
shows that based on the print quality and speed and the type of print data, bitmap, 
graphic, or text, an optimal print mode is selected and the print data is processed 
accordingly). 

Regarding claims 6, 13, and 20, Schwartz and Sampath disclose the system 
discussed in claims 1, 8, and 15, and Sampath further discloses wherein said displaying 
step displays a plurality of options to query the evaluation of the printing speed for the 
print processing or the quality of print produced by the print processing, and wherein 
said evaluation acquisition step acquires a selected option as the evaluation result (see 
column 6 lines 33-50, column 7 lines 7-49, and column 8 lines 1-20, reference states 
that the system detects the quality of an image which can be displayed for the user to 
view and augment and/or verify the results, which is analogous to the claim limitations). 

Regarding claims 7, 14, and 21, Schwartz and Sampath disclose the system 
discussed in claims 1 , 8, and 15, and Sampath further discloses a test-print designation 
step for designating a test print in which a process of querying the evaluation of the print 
is performed, wherein, when the test print is designated in said test-print designation 
step, the evaluation of the print is acquired in said evaluation acquisition step (see 
column 6 lines 37-50 and column 7 lines 39-49). 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL- Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark R. Milia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7408. The examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to. reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful/the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler M. Lamb can be reached at (571) 272-7406. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Mark R. Milia 
Examiner 
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SUPERVISOPv PATENT EXAMINER 




